Some argue that risk assessments, while fraught with problems, nevertheless provide a wide margin of safety for the public. This may be so in some cases, but commercial fishing interests become understandably alarmed by the high human cancer risks projected for the consumption of fish from urban areas ranging from California to Massachusetts. There seems to be no excuse for accepting flawed assessment techniques when we can do better-perhaps not right away, but progressively through longterm, dedicated research to fill the gaps and thus reduce the uncertainty ofour assessments. The type of research described in the present session should become an important, integral part of our future effort.
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The presentations at this session demonstrated a number of deficiencies in our knowledge. However, and most significantly, they also showed that credible research can and does lead to a progressive increase in understanding. However, the problem is that progress has been very slow due to a lack of funds and a lack of dedication to important areas of research and other factors. These problems can be rectified. The solutions are difficult to attain, but they are tractable. The fact is that these problems must be rectified if any real understanding is to be obtained on the effects ofaquatic pollution on human cancer. Further discussion at this juncture is almost nonproductive. What we need are credible facts ifwe are going to put the puzzle together-for this there is no substitute.
Perhaps the basic question is not how we will solve the problem, but when will we start to address it in a truly productive way? Right now, our only hope seems to be that random pieces of information, gathered by various scientists for different reasons, will somehow come together to provide the necessary light in the darkness. One might argue that there is not even the semblance ofan integrated effort, no master plan to guide our efforts. Yet one hopes that the present conference has provided a catalyst for answering the important question "what is the effect of contaminated fish and shellfish on present and future human populations, particularly with respect to increased cancer risks?" Overall, I believe we have achieved a significant beginning.
